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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Executive Summary presents the results of the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA)
performed by Geosyntec Consultants (Geosyntec) for an approximately 9.53-acre property located
at 8565 Almond Avenue and associated addresses (8625 and 8645 Almond Avenue) in Fontana,
California. This Phase I ESA was prepared in accordance with the scope of work provided by
Geosyntec to Hillwood Enterprises L.P., dated 14 October 2019. Geosyntec understands this Phase
I ESA may be used to help identify potential environmental liabilities associated with the property
in preparation for development of the Site with an approximately 186,200 square-foot structure for
commercial use.

The objective of performing this Phase I ESA in accordance with ASTM International Standard E
1527-13 was to identify, to the extent feasible, “Recognized Environmental Conditions” (RECs)
at the Site as the “REC” term is defined by ASTM E 1527-13. This REC definition eliminates
from consideration several conditions that could fall under the general definition of
“environmental issues” and focuses on known or potential releases of hazardous substances and
petroleum products.

FINDINGS AND OPINIONS

The Site is currently used as a private residence and was reportedly recently used for livestock
grazing. The Site was historically used for agriculture until approximately 1953, then historically
used as a wood recycling facility and landfilling of demolition and green wastes (from the nearby
Kaiser Steel Plant Facility) in the southern portion of the Site until approximately 2006, then used
as tractor trailer staging across the entire site until around 2012.

Properties in the Site vicinity were historically used for agriculture, commercial, and residential
purposes. Currently, a residence and truck storage yard is adjoining the Site to the north, truck
storage and equipment rental facilities are adjoining the Site to the east and south-southeast, a
water truck storage yard and construction trailer operation is adjoining to the south, and Almond
Avenue adjoins to the west. Across Almond Avenue, a trucking and transport company and truck
repair shop are adjacent to the Site.

The Phase I ESA performed by Geosyntec revealed evidence of recognized environmental
conditions, historical recognized environmental conditions, and de minimis conditions. No
controlled recognized environmental conditions were found in connection with the property. The
following RECs were identified at the Site:

Recognized Environmental Conditions

e From prior to 1938 to around 1953, the Site was used for agricultural purposes. Between 1985
until 1992, the southern portion of the Site was historically used as a vehicle and dismantling
yard, then occupied by a mulch recycler. Later, the Site was used as tractor trailer storage
(primarily in the northern portion) until 2012. The mulch recycler that operated in the southern
portion of the Site reportedly accepted treated wood and stored it in a separate area of the
recycling facility and turned non-treated wood into mulch.

i
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From approximately 1992 through 1998, both the northern and southern portions of the Site
were used for vehicle dismantling and possible shredding. This may include removing fluids
within the vehicles and/or crushing vehicles. No pavement is visible on the Site based on
review of aerial photographs of the Site. Based on review of the historical uses of the Site,
there is a potential that the soil may have been impacted by chemicals associated with these
activities, therefore this finding constitutes a REC.

Historical Recognized Environmental Conditions

e An unpermitted landfill was created by on the Site by a tenant. The material buried on the Site
included construction/demolition waste from the nearby Kaiser Steel Company. Several Site
investigations were conducted from 1997 to 2000 to help evaluate the type and extent of the
waste. By 2000, approximately 9,000 cubic yards of waste and soil and debris had been
removed from the landfilled portions of the Site under the oversight of San Bernardino County
Fire Department (SBCFD), the local oversight program at the time. The remediated southern
portion of the Site was granted No Further Action (NFA) designation by the SBCFD. Based
on the closure of this portion of the Site to the satisfaction of the oversight agency at the time,
this finding constitutes an HREC.

e RGA-LUST and LUST cases were listed at the Site under Bengal Recycling within the EDR
report under local case number 99049. However, no information related to the tank type or
contents, or the LUST case is noted on GeoTracker or EnviroStor. The entry indicates that a
release of hydrocarbons occurred to soil only. No further information is noted in the EDR.
However, this LUST is noted under the same local case number on the NFA granted by the
SBCFD in 2009, and further discussion with the SBCFD indicates the LUST was opened and
closed as part of the clean-up activities. Since this clean-up case has also been granted NFA,
this finding constitutes an HREC.

De Minimis Conditions

¢ A vehicle maintenance area for personal use was observed behind the residence. This consisted
of a motor home staged on unpaved ground, a partially-dismantled vehicle staged on bare
ground and partially on a concrete pad, an intact vehicle staged on bare ground beneath a
canopy, a forklift staged on the concrete pad, an empty or nearly-empty 40- to 50-gallon tank
labeled for diesel, an open drum half-full of apparently oily water, and a closed drum labeled
for motor oil. The tank was not in secondary containment; however, it appeared empty. Minor
oily staining was noted on the concrete pad near the forklift and the partially-dismantled
vehicle. No staining was observed on the unpaved ground. Various pieces of auto equipment
and empty motor oil containers were noted on the ground or on the paved areas closer to the
residence. The minor oily staining constitutes a de minimis condition.

¢ A miscellaneous vehicle parts storage area was noted along the eastern-central portion of the
Site. Two chicken coop structures were observed surrounded by vehicle parts and tires on the
unpaved ground and on pallets. A container of used oil filters, tires, a gas-powered pump, and
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several propane tanks were noted in this location. A nearby trailer contained a small white,
unlabeled tank (approximately 15 gallons with no secondary containment) and the wooden
flooring appears to have absorbed gasoline based on darkened color and smell. A 40- to 50-
gallon tank labeled for diesel that appeared to have been used on a vehicle was observed on
the unpaved ground; however, it appeared the tank was empty and no longer used. No staining
was observed near the tank or beneath the equipment noted near the chicken coops.

e Several 4-inch white polyvinyl chloride (PVC) pipes were observed protruding from the
ground throughout the Site. Communications with the landowner indicates these are infiltration
wells used for geotechnical testing conducted in 2018, and are not currently used. No staining
was observed around these wells; therefore, these wells constitute a de minimis condition.

il
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1 INTRODUCTION

This report documents the results of the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) performed
by Geosyntec Consultants (Geosyntec) for an approximately 9.53-acre property located at 8565
Almond Avenue and associated addresses (8625 and 8645 Almond Avenue) in Fontana, California
(the Site; Figure 1). This Phase I ESA was prepared in accordance with the scope of work in the
proposal provided by Geosyntec to Hillwood Enterprises L.P. (Hillwood) via electronic mail dated
14 October 2019. This report incorporates, by reference, the ASTM International (ASTM)
Standard E 1527-13, “Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I
Environmental Site Assessment Process.” Exceptions and limitations are provided in Section 1.5
of this report. Geosyntec performed the Phase I ESA for the sole use of its client, Hillwood
Enterprises L.P., as described in Section 1.6 of this report.

1.1 Purpose

The purpose of this Phase I ESA was to identify, to the extent feasible, “Recognized Environmental
Conditions!” (RECs) at the Site as the term “REC” is defined by ASTM E 1527-13. This REC
definition eliminates from consideration several conditions that could fall under the general
definition of “environmental issues” and focuses on known or potential releases of hazardous
substances and petroleum products. Geosyntec understands this Phase I ESA may be used to help
identify potential environmental liabilities associated with the property in preparation for
development of the Site with an approximately 186,200 square-foot warehouse for commercial
use.

1.2 Site Description and Use

The Site consists of one newly-combined lot totaling 9.53 acres (Assessor’s Parcel Number [APN]
0230-131-31), containing 3 former parcels (APNs 0230-131-19, 0230-131-28, and 0230-131-29).
The parcels were merged into one parcel in 2018. A residential house and garage constructed in
approximately 1938 are located in the northwestern portion of the Site (Figure 2).

The Site is currently used as a private residence and was reportedly recently used for livestock
grazing around 2014 to 2017. The Site was historically used for agriculture from at least 1938 until
approximately 1953. A wood recycling facility and landfilling of demolition and green wastes
(from the nearby Kaiser Steel Plant Facility) operated on the Site from 1992 to 1999 (Partner,
2017). Reportedly, the Site was used for tractor trailer staging across the entire site until
approximately 2012 (source).

! As defined by ASTM E 1527-13, a Recognized Environmental Condition is: “the presence or likely presence of any
hazardous substances or petroleum products in, on, or at a property: (1) due to release to the environment; (2) under
conditions indicative of a release to the environment; or (3) under conditions that pose a material threat of a future
release to the environment. De minimis conditions are not recognized environmental conditions.”

1
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1.2.1 Site Characteristics

As shown in Figure 2, the Site is primarily unpaved with native vegetation. The Site perimeter is
surrounded by chain-link fencing along the southern, western, and northern boundaries, and a
cinderblock wall along the eastern boundary. A one-story residence and garage are located in the
northwestern portion of the Site, where several vehicles are also located for possible maintenance.
A chicken coop, some miscellaneous equipment and auto parts, and a trailer are located in the
eastern-central portion of the Site along the cinderblock wall. Two vehicles are stored in the
southwestern corner of the Site beneath a canopy. The remainder of the Site is undeveloped and
has been partially regraded for planned redevelopment using fill that was reportedly brought in
from a construction site on Cherry Road.

1.2.2 Surrounding L.and Uses

As shown on Figure 3, the Site is located within a mixed commercial and residential use area. A
summary of adjacent and nearby land uses is provided below:

e North: A residence and vacant land, followed by Arrow Route, followed by additional
residences and commercial development.

e South: A water truck, equipment, and vehicle staging yard, vacant land, a truck and RV
sales lot (A&A Sales), and commercial truck repair (Fix-It Diesel), followed by Whittram
Avenue, Advanced Steel Recovery, a tractor trailer staging yard, and the Atchison, Topeka
and Santa Fe (ATSF) Railroad. Farther south is the NASCAR Racing Experience
speedway.

e East: Vehicle, staging, and equipment storage and sales yards (Clairemont Equipment
Rental, Terex Services, and Quinonez Mobile Services).

e West: Almond Avenue, followed by truck repair, rental, and staging (AJL, United Diesel)
and several residences.

1.3 Geologic and Hydrogeologic Summary

The Site is located within the Chino groundwater sub-basin within the Santa Ana Valley. The sub-
basin is comprised of alluvial sediment consisting of interbedded sand, silt, clay, and gravel
(Geosyntec, 2019). According to the Preliminary Geologic Map of the Fontana 7.5 Quadrangle,
the Site is underlain by Holocene- and Pleistocene-aged alluvial fan deposits of Lytle Creek, which
consist of unconsolidated, gray cobbly and boulder alluvium (Morton, 2003).

Based on a site investigation report prepared for the Advanced Steel Recovery facility to the south,
first groundwater is estimated to occur 200 to 250 feet below ground surface (ft bgs) in alluvium
and generally flows to the south (Geosyntec, 2019). The topographic gradient of the area is to the
southwest, which may present a southwest component to the groundwater flow. Several infiltration
wells installed to a maximum depth of 16.5 ft bgs were noted at the Site at the time of the Site
reconnaissance; groundwater was not encountered during the installation of these wells. The Site
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is within an area of minimal flood hazard, as identified by the Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) online mapping tool (fema.gov). No water bodies were observed on the Site.

14 Scope of Services

On 14 October 2019 Geosyntec was authorized by Mr. Joshua Cox of Hillwood to complete a
Phase I ESA of the Site. The scope of services included the following:

e Searching standard local, state, and federal environmental record sources within
recommended ASTM search distances;

e Reviewing available physiographic information including topographic, geologic, and
hydrogeologic information;

e Reviewing historical aerial photographs;

e Reviewing historical fire insurance maps;

e Performing a Site reconnaissance;

e Conducting an interview with the Site Manager; and

e Documenting the procedures, findings, opinions, and conclusions of the Phase I ESA in
this report.

This work was completed in general accordance with ASTM Practice E 1527-13 with the
limitations and exceptions described in Section 1.5 of this report. For the purposes of this Phase I
ESA report, Hillwood represents the “user,” defined as “the party seeking to use Practice E 1527-
13 to complete an environmental site assessment of the property...”

This ESA report was prepared by Ms. Rose Propst and reviewed by Ms. Martina Litasi, P.G., (WY)
and Ms. Kimberly Brandt, P.G, C.Hg. (CA) (“environmental professional,” as defined under the
ASTM Practice E 1527-13) of Geosyntec, in accordance with the peer review policy of the firm
.Ms. Litasi’s and Ms. Brandt’s professional qualifications are presented in Appendix A.

1.5 Limitations and Exceptions

This Phase I ESA was performed according to the agreed upon scope of work with Hillwood. This
Phase T ESA is intended to reduce, but not eliminate, uncertainty regarding the potential for
recognized environmental conditions in connection with the Site, and recognizes reasonable limits
of time and cost. Not every property warrants the same level of assessment. Consistent with good
commercial or customary practice, the appropriate level of assessment was guided by the type of
property subject to assessment and the information developed in the course of the inquiry. A
balance between the competing goals of limiting cost and time demands and the reduction of
uncertainty about unknown conditions resulting from additional information was identified during
the Phase [ ESA.

Additional services considered optional by ASTM E 1527-13, such as asbestos-containing
building materials, radon, lead-based paint, lead in drinking water, wetlands, regulatory

3
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compliance, cultural and historic resources, industrial hygiene, health and safety, ecological
resources, endangered species, indoor air quality, biological agents, and mold were not included
in the scope of work.

The findings and conclusions presented in this Phase I ESA are the result of professional
interpretation of the information collected at the time of this study. This Phase I ESA was not an
exhaustive search of all available records, nor does it include detailed assessment of all Phase I
ESA findings. Geosyntec cannot “certify” or guarantee that any property is free of environmental
impairment; no warranties regarding environmental quality of the Site are expressed or implied.

This Phase I ESA did not include the sampling of rock, groundwater, surface water, or other onsite
substances or materials. Therefore, it is not possible to exhaustively identify every hazardous
substance or petroleum product in the environments associated with the property.

The findings of this report, to the best of our knowledge, are valid as of the date of this work.
However, changes in the conditions of a property can occur with the passage of time, whether due
to natural processes or the works of man on this or adjacent properties. In addition, changes in
applicable or appropriate regulations and standards may occur, whether they result from
legislation, from the broadening of knowledge, or from other reasons. Accordingly, the findings
of this report may be invalidated wholly or partially by changes outside our control.

Specified information contained in this report has been obtained from publicly available sources
and other secondary sources of information. Although care has been taken in reviewing the
information when compiling it, Geosyntec disclaims any and all liability for any errors, omissions,
or inaccuracies of the third parties in such information and data.

The work was performed using the degree of care and skill ordinarily exercised under similar
circumstances by environmental consultants practicing in this or similar localities. No other
warranty or guarantee, expressed or implied, is made as to the findings, opinions, conclusions, and
recommendations included in this report.

1.6 User Reliance

This Phase I ESA report has been prepared solely for the benefit of Hillwood. Geosyntec has issued
the Phase I ESA report to its client and grants Hillwood the right to rely on the report contents.
Except as specifically set forth in Geosyntec’s proposal to Hillwood to perform this work, no third
party except Hillwood shall have the right to rely on Geosyntec’s opinions rendered in connection
with the services without Hillwood’s approval and Geosyntec’s written consent, which may be
conditioned on the third party’s agreement to be bound to acceptable conditions and limitations.
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2 USER PROVIDED INFORMATION

In accordance with ASTM E 1527-13, Geosyntec requested that the user of the Phase I ESA
provide information that would assist in identifying the possibility of RECs in connection with the
Site, including but not limited to:

e Reviewing title and judicial records for environmental liens or activity and use limitations
recorded against the subject property;

e Communicating specialized knowledge or experience that is material to RECs in
connection with the Site;

¢ Providing information about previous ownership or uses of the Site;

¢ Providing information on a significantly lower purchase price, if applicable; and

e Designating appropriate personnel that will be interviewed by Geosyntec.

e Pertinent Site documents, including those provided by user, are provided in Appendix B.
2.1 Title Records
The user did not provide Title Records for the Site.

2.2 Environmental Liens

The user did not report environmental liens against the Site.

2.3 Specialized Knowledge

The user did not provide specialized knowledge pertinent to RECs at the Site. However, the user
provided a previous Phase I ESA for the Site which is summarized in Section 3.7 of this report.

2.4 Commonly Known or Reasonably Ascertainable Information

The user did not provide commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information pertaining to
REC:s in connection with the Site.

2.5 Valuation Reduction for Environmental Issues

The user did not report any property valuation information for the Site.

2.6 Owner, Property Manager, and Occupant Information

Mr. Sharif Chowdhury, the real estate manager for the for the property owner, was identified as
the most knowledgeable Site contact. A summary of Geosyntec’s interview with Mr. Chowdhury
is provided in Section 4.2 of this report.

2.7 Reason for Performing Phase I ESA

Geosyntec understands that Hillwood has requested this Phase I ESA in preparation for
development of the Site with an approximately 186,200 square-foot warehouse for commercial
use.
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3 RECORDS REVIEW

3.1 General

The following sections present the results of the environmental database search and review of
reasonably ascertainable historical aerial photographs, topographic maps, fire insurance maps, and
historical city business directories.

3.2 Database Search Report

A database search report was obtained from Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR)
(Appendix C). The report documents findings of various federal, state, and local regulatory
database searches regarding properties with known or suspected releases of hazardous materials
or petroleum hydrocarbons. The searches were performed according to ASTM standards for Phase
I ESA database searches. A list and description of the databases searched are included within the
EDR report.

3.2.1 Site

The Site was identified by EDR in several databases; a summary of pertinent listings is
provided below:

e The Site is listed under the entity Bengal Recycling within the Recovered Government
Archived (RGA) leaking underground storage tank (LUST), Finds, Cleanup Program
Site — Spills, Leaks, Investigations, and Cleanups (CPS-SLIC), and California
Environmental Response System (CERS). It is listed as a cleanup Site for a release of
hydrocarbons to soil; the CPS-SLIC listing indicates the cleanup has been completed
and closed as of 20 April 2000. No additional information is listed within the EDR
entries.

e The Site is also listed as Apollo Wood Recovery, Inc. in the California Integrated
Water Quality System (CIWQS) under the industrial storm water program effective
from 2000 through 2008. No enforcement actions or violations were reported in the
EDR listing.

Several adjoining properties were identified in the databases searched by EDR. Summaries of
notable listings are provided below:

e Advanced Steel Recovery, LLC, located at 14451 Whittram Avenue, approximately 400
feet southeast of the Site, is located within the CERS HAZ Waste, CERS tanks, Hazardous
Waste Information System (HAZNET), CERS, EnviroStor, Above-Ground Storage Tank
(AST), Voluntary Cleanup Program (VCP), National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES), San Bern. Co. Permit, WDS, Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
(RCRA) Non-generator/No Longer Regulated (NLR) and CIWQS databases. The facility
is listed within the CERS Tanks database for above-ground petroleum storage and is
enrolled within the industrial general permit for storm water control. Various storm event-
related violations were noted, as well as several minor administrative and housekeeping-

6
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related violations. Several investigations have been conducted at the Advanced Steel
Recovery facility under the oversight of the Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC). Investigation results indicated that potential contaminants of concern at the
facility include polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) and metals in soil. No other specific
information is listed within the entry. Based on the hydraulically downgradient location of
the facility, it is unlikely that this facility has adversely affected the Site.

Pacific Tress Systems, located at 8640 Cherry Avenue approximately 570 feet east-
southeast of the Site, was listed within the Statewide Environmental Evaluation and
Planning System (SWEEPS) Underground Storage Tank (UST), California Facility
Inventory Database (FID) UST, Emissions, HAZNET, San Bernardino Co. Permit, and
CERS databases. One underground storage tank is listed at the Site; however, the contents
are not reported. Approximately 4 tons of nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions are emitted per
year, according to the EDR entry. No other specific information is noted within the entry
and based on the location hydraulically cross-gradient to the Site and nature of emissions,
it is unlikely that this facility has adversely affected the Site.

Clairemont Equipment, located at 8520 Cherry Avenue and approximately 580 feet east-
northeast of the Site, is listed within the CERS Hazardous Waste, CERS tanks, San
Bernardino Co. Permit, CERS, and RCR Non-Gen/NLR databases. It is listed with the
CERS Tanks database for above-ground petroleum storage. Several minor administrative
violations are noted; however, no releases are reported. It is unlikely that this facility has
adversely affected the Site.

Several of these listings are supplemented with online database review and are discussed in Section

3.6.

3.2.2 Properties within ,-Mile of the Site

“Gas Station”, located at 14493 Arrow approximately 0.13 miles northeast of the Site, is listed
within the Historical UST database. The facility is listed as having four USTs. Two USTs are
listed as containing unleaded product (inferred to mean gasoline). One UST is listed as
containing “regular” product (also inferred to mean gasoline). The fourth UST is listed as
containing waste oil. Two of the USTs are listed as having been installed in 1961. No further
information, including any indication of releases, is listed within the EDR entry. It is not likely
that this facility has adversely affected the Site.

Hawthorne Lift Systems, located at 8575 Cherry Avenue approximately 0.14 miles east-
northeast of the Site, is listed within the AST, CERS Hazardous Waste, San Bernardino Co.
Permit, WDS, and CERS databases. Many minor administrative and housekeeping/proper
storage-related violations are noted for this facility; however, no releases were reported. It is
unlikely that this facility has adversely affected the Site.
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e Pacific Foundation Equipment, located at 14188 Whittram Avenue approximately 0.15 miles
west-southwest of the Site, is listed within the Historical UST, SWEEPS UST, CA FID UST,
and emissions databases. One 10,000-gallon diesel UST is noted at this property, and 2 tons of
total organic hydrocarbon gases and reactive organic gases are reportedly emitted per year. A
historical 10,000-gallon waste UST is also listed at this facility. Based on the hydraulically
downgradient location of this facility, and no reports of leaks or spills, it is unlikely that this
facility has adversely affected the Site.

e G&M Oil/Jimmy’s Station, located at 8515 Cherry Avenue approximately 0.16 miles east-
northeast of the Site, is listed within the UST, LUST, CERS Hazardous Waste, CA FID UST,
CERS Tanks, Historical Cortese, San Bernardino Co. Permit, RCRA Non-Gen/NLR, and
CERS databases under G&M Oil and Historical UST under Jimmy’s Station. A release of
gasoline to soil only was reported in November 1996 during an UST closure. The case is listed
as closed within the EDR entry as of 1998 (what agency closed it?). Four active USTs (two
regular unleaded unspecified product, one leaded unspecified product, and diesel) are still
listed at the facility. Several administrative and storage violations are noted for the USTs
related to failure to operate the UST system to prevent releases, including pressure failures
noted during inspections, indicating the system lines may be leaking; however, no recent
releases or ongoing LUST cases were listed in the EDR entry. Based on the lack of
confirmation of release or ongoing assessment activities at this facility and distance from the
Site, it is unlikely that this facility has adversely affected the Site.

Several other properties were listed within AST, UST, LUST, CERS Tanks, and Historical UST
databases within one-half mile of the Site; however, these were facilities were either hydraulically
downgradient, closed, and therefore are unlikely to have adversely affected the Site.

3.2.3 Properties within One Mile of the Site

Several properties were identified within databases of interest within one mile of the Site:

e Advanced Environmental, Inc., doing business as (dba) World Oil Environ, located at 13579
Whittram Avenue 0.9 miles west-southwest of the Site, is listed within the CORRACTsS,
RCRA-Large Quantity Generator (LQG), U.S. Financial Assurance, Protected Areas Database
(PADs), and Hazardous Waste Program (HWP) databases. Based on the EDR entry, it appears
an investigation may have been/is being conducted at the facility; however, no specific
information or case narrative is provided. Multiple permitted oil, oily water, and antifreeze
storage tanks are noted within the HWP database. Violations appear to be related to financial
records review and compliance evaluations. Based on the distance from the Site and its
orientation hydraulically downgradient to the Site, it is unlikely this facility has adversely
affected the Site.

e Kaiser Ventures, Inc., located at 9400 Cherry Avenue 0.9 miles south of the Site, is listed
within the Historical Cal-Sites, EnviroStor, Solid Waste Facility/Landfill (SWF/LF), VCP,
8
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Deed, California Bond Ex. Plan, and Historical Cortese databases. The former integrated steel
production plant was demolished, during which hazardous materials were released; the facility
footprint was investigated, including tar pits, by-products plant, slag landfill, sludge pits, and
ferrous chloride ponds. As of 2000, a document titled “Groundwater Migration Controlled”
had been submitted. This facility is hydraulically downgradient to the Site; therefore, it is
unlikely that this facility has adversely affected the Site.

3.2.4 QOrphan Sites

EDR identified one “orphan site” that contained insufficient information to be plotted on a map.
However, review of the information indicates that it is not likely this facility has adversely affected
the Site.

3.2.5 Summary of Database Review

The Site is listed under Bengal Recycling as a former LUST and Cleanup Program Site. The LUST
case is listed as closed as of April 2000; additional information a regarding this finding is found in
Section 3.7.

Several adjoining and adjacent properties were noted within databases indicative of release or the
potential for release, including VCP, UST, AST, LUST, and CERS Tanks databases. However,
review of the information available in the EDR entries indicates these facilities are either
hydraulically downgradient, closed, or otherwise unlikely to have adversely affected the Site.
Several of these facilities are further discussed in Section 3.6.

Two facilities were identified in Federal databases indicative of cleanups and corrective action;
however, based on the distance from the Site and their orientation hydraulically downgradient from
the Site, it is not likely that these facilities have not adversely affected the Site. These facilities are
also discussed further in Section 3.6.

3.3 Historical Aerial Photographs and Topographic Maps

Historical aerial photographs (aerials) from 1936, 1949, 1953, 1959, 1966, 1975, 1985, 1990,
1994, 2006, 2009, 2012, and 2016 and USGS topographic maps (topos) for years 1896, 1897,
1898, 1900, 1901, 1903, 1941, 1942, 1943, 1944,1953, 1954, 1966, 1967, 1973, 1975, 1976, 1980,
1981, and 2012 were received from EDR and are provided in Appendices D and E, respectively.
Geosyntec also reviewed aerials from 1938, 1948, 2002, 2005, 2010, and 2014 online at
www.HistoricAerials.com; and aerials dated 1994, 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005, 2006, 2007, 2009,
2011, 2012, 2013, 2014, 2016, and 2018 on GoogleEarth Pro [HistoricAerials.com, 2018;
GoogleEarthPro, 2018]. A summary of historical Site use based on review of the aerials and topos
is provided below.

e The earliest available topos indicate that structures did not exist at the Site until around
1938; the ATSF railroad is shown to the south of the Site running east-west, and the Pacific
Southwest railroad is also shown northeast of the Site running northwest/southeast. Several
adjoining roads were also present.
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e The earliest available aerial photograph from 1938 shows the residence in the northwestern
corner of the Site has been constructed by this time, and the northern parcel appears to be
used for agricultural (orchard) purposes and the southern for pasture or fallow purposes.
Almond Avenue and Arrow Route are visible near the Site, and the surrounding area
appears to be used largely for agricultural purposes. In the 1942 topo map, the current street
layout surrounding the Site is shown.

e By 1953, no discernible agricultural orientation is noted on the Site. Increased residential
development is noted in the vicinity of the Site, and construction has begun at the Kaiser
Steel Plant south of the Site. A gravel pit is located southwest of the Site, approximately a
quarter of a mile away. The steel plant and commercial/industrial development continues
to increase into 1975, and agricultural vicinity use wanes.

e By 1985, the southern and northeastern portions of the Site appear to be used for vehicle
or debris storage related to the recycling operations. Similar operations are observed at
adjoining properties to the adjacent south and south of Whittram Avenue. Areas north,
west, and northeast appear to still be largely residential or undeveloped.

e From 1985 to 1994, except for the residential home in the northwest corner, the Site appears
to be used for the debris or equipment staging and recycling purposes; an entrance to the
Site is observed into the southernmost parcel from the adjoining property to the southeast.
Stockpiles are also noted in the southern portion of the Site until later in 1994, when most
of the debris appears to be removed from the Site. Development continues to the east, west,
and southwest and appears to be largely industrial or commercial. The gravel pit located to
the southwest of the Site no longer appears to be mined and is full of water by 1994; the
steel plant located to the south-southwest of the Site also appears to have been largely
demolished by 1994.

e By 2006, the northern portion of the Site is used for tractor trailer staging and the southern
portion appears to be undergoing earthmoving activities. Heavier industrial development
is noted to the west, south, southeast, east, and northeast of the Site; and residential
developments have increased in the northwest. The steel plant to the south-southwest has
been totally demolished.

e By 2009, the Site has been cleared of the debris and equipment with the exception of
several earthen stockpiles in the southern portion of the Site. The residence is still located
in the northwestern corner of the Site. The greater Site vicinity is similar to the current
conditions, with largely industrial and commercial developments, and some residences
farther north and northwest of the Site. The former steel plant location has been repaved
and the NASCAR race track has been constructed.

e Slight changes including the construction of several smaller warehouses is noted after
2009; however, by 2009, the Site and vicinity had been largely developed similar to the
present conditions.

10
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34 Sanborn Maps

EDR conducted a search for Sanborn fire insurance maps for the Site area. EDR reported map
coverage was not available for the area (Appendix F).

3.5 City Directories

City directories were searched by EDR for available years from 1922 to 2014 to assess occupancy
at the Site and adjoining properties (Appendix G). The Site address (8565 Almond Avenue) was
listed under Ben Holbrook in 1955, Roland and Helen Gonzales/Maier Brewing in 1965, Joe
Durham in 1975, Laurencio Guttierez in 1991, John Riley in 1996, Thomas Mushegain in 2003,
and Ana Gomez in 2008. 8583 Almond Avenue is listed as Ed and Martha Baeilke in 1965. No
evidence of apparent RECs was identified in the City Directories reviewed.

3.6 Local Regulatory Agencies

Geosyntec contacted or accessed publicly-available online databases for the following federal,
state, and local agencies to identify information pertaining to the Site. Pertinent documents
obtained from the agencies are provided in Appendix B:

e United States Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX

e San Bernardino County Fire Department

e Cal Fire — Office of the State Fire Marshal

e San Bernardino County Department of Public Works

e San Bernardino County Building Department

e Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) — Santa Ana Region
e Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) — Cypress and Chatsworth Offices
e California DTSC— EnviroStor Database

e California State Water Resources Control Board — GeoTracker Database
e California Department of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources Database
e South Coast Air Quality Management District

Pertinent records received to date and/or obtained from publicly available online sources are
summarized below.

United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Databases

As of the date of this report the USEPA had not responded to the records request for records
pertinent to the Site. Geosyntec accessed the USEPA Enforcement and Compliance History Online
(ECHO) and EnviroFacts databases for information pertaining to the Site. No listings were shown
in the ECHO and EnviroFacts databases for the Site. Several adjacent facilities were within these

11
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databases; however, the listings provided were not indicative of any releases or potential impact
to the Site.

San Bernardino County Fire Department

The San Bernardino County Fire Department (SBCFD) indicated they had numerous records
related to Site Remediation for the former Bengal Recycling facility. The SBCFD included the soil
analysis results for the soil sampling and remediation activities that occurred as a result of the
Bengal Recycling facility burying green-waste and waste from the Kaiser Steel Plant to the south,
without the landowner’s permission or knowledge. Numerous test and excavation trenches were
advanced throughout the Site to evaluate the type and extent of waste. Wastes were originally
removed by Bengal Recycling, and then landfilled areas were later over-excavated under the
SBCFD due to compaction problems. Samples from the over-excavations were analyzed for semi-
volatile organic compounds (SVOCs), metals, and total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) (Secor,
2000). Further information regarding the remediation activities is included in Section 3.7.

Cal Fire — Office of the State Marshal

As of the date of this report, no response has been provided from the Cal Fire Office of the State
Marshal. If this entity responds, the response and any associated documents will be provided under
separate cover.

San Bernardino County Department of Public Works

The San Bernardino County Department of Public works indicated that they do not have any
records on file for the Site.

California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) Offices and EnviroStor database

The DTSC offices indicated they did not have any records on file for the Site. Geosyntec accessed
the EnviroStor database to search for files associated with the Site. No files were returned for the
Site; however, several adjacent properties were identified in this database. A summary of findings
is presented below:

e Advanced Steel Recovery at 14451 Whittram Avenue, approximately 600 feet southwest of
the Site, is listed within GeoTracker as an active cleanup site as of 25 February 2016. The soil
at this facility has been impacted with PCBs and metals due to scrapyard operations. A removal
action workplan has been submitted to the DTSC for removal of the impacted soil at the facility
(dated 11 July 2019). Based on the soil only impacts at this facility, the depth to and flow
direction of groundwater, it is unlikely this facility has adversely affected the Site.

e The former Kaiser Steel Plant encompassed approximately 1,592 acres its nearest boundary is
located approximately 0.25 miles south of the Site, at the current Nascar Racing Experience.
The steel plant declared bankruptcy and was subsequently investigated and divided into four
operable units (OUs): Tar Pits and Materials Recovery Facility, Auto Club Speedway, East
Slag Pile Landfill, and Chemwest upper Ponds/Consolidated Waste Cell, AST and related
piping, Chrome Ponds, and Adjacent Areas. An area named the “Oily Sludge Beds” was also
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investigated. A deed restriction is in place site-wide to preclude the construction of residential
or medical developments. The four OUs have been capped, and gas and groundwater
monitoring programs are in place at this facility. This facility is located hydraulically
downgradient from the Site and does not appear that it has adversely affected the Site.

Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWOCB) and GeoTracker Database

The request to the RWQCB indicated that any responsive records for the request are on
GeoTracker. Geosyntec accessed the GeoTracker database to search for files associated with the
Site or adjacent properties. A summary of findings is presented below:

e The Site is listed within the GeoTracker database under Bengal Recycling (Site ID
T0607199042). The GeoTracker summary lists the cleanup status of the Site as completed and
case closed as of 20 April 2000. The oversight agency is not listed on the GeoTracker database;
however, based on the SBCFD records (see above), the case was closed by the SBCFD. No
documents or further information are available.

e G&M Oil SS #37, located at 8515 Cherry Avenue approximately 870 feet northeast of the Site
at the current Chevron location, is listed in the GeoTracker database with one available
document. The available Remedial Action Completion Certification document indicates the
UST case for the G&M Oil facility has been closed as of January 1998. No further action was
granted from the SBCFD to the facility. Based on the closed nature of the facility, it is not
likely this facility has adversely impacted the Site.

e Angelus Block Co., located at 14515 Whittram Avenue approximately 1,000 feet southeast of
the Site, is listed in the GeoTracker database as a LUST case that has been completed and
closed as of 28 April 1004. No further information is available about this listing; based on the
distance from the Site and location hydraulically downgradient from the Site, it is unlikely that
this facility has adversely affected the Site.

e Two permitted USTs are listed on GeoTracker, northwest of the Site: Thind Market Inc. at
14534 Foothill Boulevard, and G&M Oil Co. #62, both permitted by the SBCFD. No additional
information is supplied for these listings.

California Department of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR) Database

Review of the DOGGR database did not indicate the presence of current or historical oil, gas, or
geothermal wells within one mile of the Site.

South Coast Air Quality Management District

Several records were returned for the Site, including a notice of violation for fugitive dust, a permit
to operate for Eagle Livestock (expired 2006), and a blank inspection form under the entity name
Robert Mushegain. No specific information was provided. No records were found for the Site on
the Facility Information Detail database (FIND).

13
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3.7 Previous Site Assessment Reports

A previous Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (Phase I ESA)was prepared in 2017 by Partner
Engineering and Science, Inc. (Partner), for Duke Realty Limited Partnership (Partner, 2017) and
is included in Appendix B. The Phase I ESA summarized the previous investigations that had been
performed at the Site, and is summarized below:

Phase [ Environmental Site Assessment

The user provided a previous Phase I ESA prepared for the Site by Partner for Duke Realty Limited
Partnership in 2017 for the purpose of providing Duke with an assessment of environmental
conditions at the Site. The Phase I ESA provided information related to previous operations at the
Site, including vehicle storage and dismantling operations from 1985 to 1992, a wood recycler
between 1992 and 1999, and vehicle storage and trailer parking from 2005 until 2012. Several
investigations were conducted at the Site related to the former wood recycling operations,
beginning in 1997. Chemically-treated wood had been stored at the Site, untreated wood was
turned into mulch, and the recycling facility had reportedly accepted and buried
construction/demolition wastes from the Kaiser Steel Plant. Several soil sampling and trenching
investigations were performed in the southern portion of the Site from 1997 through 2000, and
waste was found to be buried as deep as 32 feet bgs. A Draft Phase | ESA by Arcadis, incorporated
into the Partner Phase I ESA by reference, indicated that approximately 9,000 cubic yards of waste
material was excavated in 1999 and disposed of at an offsite location. The SBCFD, the local
regulatory agency, subsequently issued the Site no further action (NFA) designation for the
southern half of the Site on 14 April 2009. In addition, the 2017 Phase I ESA indicated that an
unspecified LUST case was opened on 17 March 1999 for the Site; however, Partner indicated that
no other information was available for this listing.

A Phase II Subsurface investigation was performed by Partner concurrently to the 2017 Phase |
ESA to evaluate impacts to the subsurface in the northern portion of the Site related to the truck
staging operations. Soil samples were analyzed for volatile organic compounds (VOCs), metals,
and total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH). TPH and VOCs were not detected above laboratory
detection limits; arsenic was detected above residential and industrial DTSC Regional Screening
Levels, but below background concentrations for typical California soils (Kearney).

The Partner Phase I ESA concluded that that asbestos- and lead-based paint containing materials
(ACM and LBP, respectively) are likely to be present at the Site at the residence, due to its age,
and recommends that an ACM and LBP survey be conducted prior to demolition. The Phase | ESA
also identified the following HRECs: 1) former buried waste in the southern portion of the Site
associated with the recycling facility, 2) former use of the northern portion of the Site for storing,
dismantling, and possibly shredding trucks and trailers from 1992 through 1998, and 3) a legal
complaint filed in 2008 indicating the Site was being used for the storage of various items including
inoperable vehicles, junk, trash, and construction debris. Based on the results of the Phase 1I
investigation Partner did not recommend any further investigation with regard to former operations
on the Site.

14
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4 INTERVIEWS

Mr. Manoj Hariya with Omnia Development was present during the Site walk and supplied
information regarding the current occupant and the infiltration wells. Mr Hariya deferred to Mr.
Sharif Chowdhury (Real Estate Manager) of Cargo Solutions Express, the entity that owns the
Site. Mr. Chowdhury, interviewed on 8 November 2019 by Ms. Propst, deferred to the most recent
Phase I ESA for pertinent information; however, a summary of the information obtained during
Mr. Chowdhury interview is presented below.

4.1 Interview of Site Manager

Mr. Chowdhury indicated that he has been involved with the Site since May 2018 and had limited
knowledge of the Site. A summary of notable responses is below:

e Mr. Chowdhury indicated he knew the residence was old and may require some testing prior
to demolition; however, he did not know if sampling had been conducted. Mr. Chowdhury
indicated a guard is living inside the house to secure the Site until demolition is complete.

e When asked about utilities at the Site, Mr. Chowdhury indicated he did not know of any
specific providers; however, the residence on the Site is connected to a septic system, but did
not specify where this was located.

e When asked if fill has been used onsite, Mr. Chowdhury indicated that gravel fill from a nearby
construction project on Cherry Lane had been used to grade the Site; however, he did not know
if any testing had been conducted on the soil prior to its use at the Site.

4.2 Interview of State and/or Local Officials

No case managers were identified or available at regulatory agencies which may have had files
related to the Site; therefore, interview of regulatory personnel was not performed.

15
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5 SUMMARY OF SITE RECONNAISSANCE

5.1 Methodology

The following section summarizes observations made during the Site reconnaissance performed
by Ms. Rose Propst on 28 October 2019. The Site reconnaissance included a walking survey of
the Site. The adjoining properties shown on Figure 3 were inspected from public right-of-way. The
Site layout and features as identified during the Site reconnaissance are depicted on Figure 2.
Photographs taken during the Site reconnaissance are included in Appendix H.

5.2 Reconnaissance Observations

A summary of the reconnaissance observations is provided in Table 1. Notable observations are
summarized below:

e The interior of the house appeared very old and dilapidated. No insulation was observed. A hot
water heater was observed on the exterior of the building. The location of the septic tank was
not readily observed.

e A vehicle maintenance area was observed behind the residence, with vehicles parked on
partially-unpaved ground and staged or undergoing maintenance; minor oily staining was
noted on the concrete pad between the residence and a staged motor home. Minor oily staining
was observed below a forklift staged on the concrete pad. The pad had some cracks but was
otherwise in relatively good condition.

e One approximately 40- to 50-gallon empty or nearly-empty fuel tank that appeared to have
been used on a vehicle was observed on the unpaved ground near the forklift and labeled
“Diesel Fuel Only”. No surficial staining or odors were noted near the tank.

e A partially-full open 55-gallon drum of suspected oily water was staged on unpaved ground
beneath a canopy behind the residence outside of any secondary containment. No staining was
noted around the drum.

e A closed 55-gallon drum labeled for motor oil was observed behind the garage and not within
secondary containment. No stained soil was observed around the drum.

e A chicken coop was observed along the eastern side of the Site. A rectangular plastic container
of used oil filters, equipment and auto parts stored on pallets and the ground, tires, several 1-
to 5-gallon containers labeled as engine lubricant and motor oil, a gas-powered pump, and
propane tanks were observed in this area. No stained soil was noted in this area.

e A trailer located near the chicken coop was apparently used for storage and was open. When
approached, a gasoline-like odor was noticed. A small (approximately 15 gallons) unlabeled
white fuel tank was observed just inside the trailer. An approximately 40- to 50-gallon empty
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or nearly-empty fuel tank was observed outside the trailer on the ground. and labeled as low-
sulfur diesel fuel. No surficial staining or odors were observed around this tank.

e Vehicles (a motor home, several SUVs/crossovers, a van, and a sedan) were observed around
the Site, including near the house in the maintenance area, south of the driveway at the entrance
to the Site, in the southwestern corner of the Site, and a van near the chicken coop area. Minor
staining was observed below the partially-dismantled vehicle behind the residence.

e Several 4-inch PVC pipes were observed protruding from the ground throughout the Site.
Communications with the landowner indicated that these are infiltration wells installed in 2018
used for geotechnical testing conducted in 2018. These wells are not currently used. No
permitting information is available about these wells. Construction details were not provided;
the maximum boring depth was 16.5 feet below ground surface. The infiltration report and
boring logs provided in Appendix B.

e Several stockpiles of gravel were observed and are reportedly being used to grade the Site in
preparation for redevelopment and parking. This gravel was reportedly brought in from a
construction site on Cherry Lane; however, the exact location or testing data were not provided.

No obvious indications of RECs were observed during the reconnaissance.
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6 SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Geosyntec has performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment in conformance with the scope
and limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527-13 for an approximately 9.53-acre property located at
8565 Almond Avenue.

6.1 Site Conditions and Use

The Site consists of one newly-combined lot totaling 9.53 acres (Assessor’s Parcel Number [APN]
0230-131-31), containing 3 former parcels (APNs 0230-131-19, 0230-131-28, and 0230-131-29).
A residential house and garage constructed in approximately 1938 are located in the northwestern
portion of the Site (Figure 2).

The Site is currently used as a private residence and was reportedly recently used for livestock
grazing. The Site was historically used for agriculture until approximately 1953, then historically
used as a wood recycling facility and landfilling of demolition and green wastes (from the nearby
Kaiser Steel Plant Facility) in the southern portion of the Site until approximately 2006, then used
as tractor trailer staging across the entire site until around 2012.

6.2 Offsite Conditions and Use

Properties in the Site vicinity were historically used for agriculture, commercial, and residential
purposes. Currently, a residence and truck storage yard is adjoining the Site to the north, truck
storage and equipment rental facilities are adjoining the Site to the east and south-southeast, a
water truck storage yard and construction trailer operation is adjoining to the south, and Almond
Avenue adjoins to the west. Across Almond Avenue, a trucking and transport company and truck
repair shop are adjacent to the Site.

6.3 Data Gaps

In accordance with ASTM E1527-13, this section documents data gaps in the information obtained
and reviewed as part of this Phase I ESA and discusses the associated significance. A data gap is
defined in ASTM E1527-13 as being “... a lack of or inability to obtain information required by
this practice despite good faith efforts by the environmental professional to gather such
information.” Data gaps were identified, however, Geosyntec does not believe that these data
gaps are significant enough to change the conclusions of this report. The following data gaps were
identified:

e Lack of information regarding use of the residence prior to current use (residence for
security guard);

e Septic tank and below-grade wastewater system infrastructure details were not provided,

e Duration of ongoing SUV, sedan, and van maintenance observed on-Site and disposal of
maintenance waste records; and

e Source of gravel fill materials and any testing data performed on the soils.
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These data gaps have been incorporated into our Findings. Collectively, in Geosyntec’s opinion,
none are considered to be significant with respect to identification of additional RECs for the Site.

6.4 Recognized Environmental Conditions

We have performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment in conformance with the scope and
limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527-13 of the Site which encompasses approximately 9.53 acres
at 8565 Almond Avenue in Fontana, California. Any exceptions to, or deletions from, this practice
are described in Section 6.3 Data Gaps of this report. This assessment has revealed recognized
environmental conditions, historical recognized environmental conditions, and de minimis
conditions.in connection with the property. No controlled recognized environmental conditions
were found in connection with the property. The following RECs were identified at the Site:

Recognized Environmental Conditions

e From prior to 1938 to around 1953, the Site was used for agricultural purposes. Between 1985

until 1992, the southern portion of the Site was historically used as a vehicle and dismantling
yard, then occupied by a mulch recycler. Later, the Site was used as tractor trailer storage
(primarily in the northern portion) until 2012. The mulch recycler that operated in the southern
portion of the Site reportedly accepted treated wood and stored it in a separate area of the
recycling facility and turned non-treated wood into mulch.
From approximately 1992 through 1998, both the northern and southern portions of the Site
were used for vehicle dismantling and possible shredding. This may include removing fluids
within the vehicles and/or crushing vehicles. No pavement is visible on the Site based on
review of aerial photographs of the Site. Based on review of the historical uses of the Site,
there is a potential that the soil may have been impacted by chemicals associated with these
activities, therefore this finding constitutes a REC.

The following HRECs were identified at the Site:

Historical Recognized Environmental Conditions

e Anunpermitted landfill was created by on the Site by a tenant. The material buried on the Site
included construction/demolition waste from the nearby Kaiser Steel Company. Several Site
investigations were conducted from 1997 to 2000 to help evaluate the type and extent of the
waste. By 2000, approximately 9,000 cubic yards of waste and soil and debris had been
removed from the landfilled portions of the Site under the oversight of San Bernardino County
Fire Department (SBCFD), the local oversight program at the time. The remediated southern
portion of the Site was granted No Further Action (NFA) designation by the SBCFD. Based
on the closure of this portion of the Site to the satisfaction of the oversight agency at the time,
this finding constitutes an HREC.

e RGA-LUST and LUST cases were listed at the Site under Bengal Recycling within the EDR
report under local case number 99049. However, no information related to the tank type or
contents, or the LUST case is noted on GeoTracker or EnviroStor. The entry indicates that a
release of hydrocarbons occurred to soil only. No further information is noted in the EDR.
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However, this LUST is noted under the same local case number on the NFA granted by the
SBCFD in 2009, and further discussion with the SBCFD indicates the LUST was opened and
closed as part of the clean-up activities. Since this clean-up case has also been granted NFA,
this finding constitutes an HREC.

6.5 De Minimis Conditions

De minimis conditions are environmental conditions which generally do not present a threat to
human health or the environment and that generally would not be the subject of an enforcement
action if brought to the attention of the appropriate governmental agencies. Conditions determined
to be de minimis are not RECs.

e A vehicle maintenance area for personal use was observed behind the residence. This consisted
of a motor home staged on unpaved ground, a partially-dismantled vehicle staged on bare
ground and partially on a concrete pad, an intact vehicle staged on bare ground beneath a
canopy, a forklift staged on the concrete pad, an empty or nearly-empty 40- to 50-gallon tank
labeled for diesel, an open drum half-full of apparently oily water, and a closed drum labeled
for motor oil. The tank was not in secondary containment; however, it appeared empty. Minor
oily staining was noted on the concrete pad near the forklift and the partially-dismantled
vehicle. No staining was observed on the unpaved ground. Various pieces of auto equipment
and empty motor oil containers were noted on the ground or on the paved areas closer to the
residence. The minor oily staining constitutes a de minimis condition.

e A miscellaneous vehicle parts storage area was noted along the eastern-central portion of the
Site. Two chicken coop structures were observed surrounded by vehicle parts and tires on the
unpaved ground and on pallets. A container of used oil filters, tires, a gas-powered pump, and
several propane tanks were noted in this location. A nearby trailer contained a small white,
unlabeled tank (approximately 15 gallons with no secondary containment) and the wooden
flooring appears to have absorbed gasoline based on darkened color and smell. A 40- to 50-
gallon tank labeled for diesel that appeared to have been used on a vehicle was observed on
the unpaved ground; however, it appeared the tank was empty and no longer used. No staining
was observed near the tank or beneath the equipment noted near the chicken coops.

e Several 4-inch white polyvinyl chloride (PVC) pipes were observed protruding from the
ground throughout the Site. Communications with the landowner indicates these are infiltration
wells used for geotechnical testing conducted in 2018, and are not currently used. No staining
was observed around these wells; therefore, these wells constitute a de minimis condition.
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7 NON-SCOPE ITEMS

7.1 Asbestos-Containing Materials (ACM)

The buildings on the Subject Site were constructed around 1938. Buildings constructed during or
before 1981 are presumed to contained ACM, unless inspection or sampling are completed to
refute this presumption. Mr. Chowdhury indicated he had no knowledge if sampling has
performed; however, he acknowledged the age of the structures and indicated that ACMs may be
present.

Please note that this report should not be construed as constituting an asbestos assessment for the
purposes of demolition or reconstruction or for complying with applicable regulatory standards.

7.2 Lead-Based Paint (LBP)

The buildings on the Subject Site were constructed around 1938. Buildings constructed during or
before 1978 are presumed to contain LBP, unless inspection or sampling are completed to refute
this presumption. Mr. Chowdhury indicated that he had no knowledge if samp